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A good thing to  remember in making graphic presentations 
and one which is often disregarded by entomologists, especially in 
their efforts to  show the differences in yields between sprayed 
and unsprayed fruit trees by means of comparative drawings, is 
to  have the presentation read from one dimension only and not 
to use areas and volumes which are so easily interpreted wrongly 
when quantities are represented. Inasn~uch as many entomolo- 
gists are familiar with curve plotting, no mention need be made of 
this method here, except to advocate its greater use. As stated 
before, this brief paper is merely suggestive, as are also the illus- 
trations, which are not to be taken as examples, inasmuch as they 
are far from perfect. For a complete treatise on this subject, 
one is referred to "Graphic RiIethods for Presenting Facts" by 
Willard C. Brinton, published by thc Engineering Magazine 
Company (New York City), a copy of which will be exceedingly 
useful to the entomologist who desires to present his material 
where possible in a convincing manner. 

SOME PYIiXLID NOTES. 
BY WM. BARNES, S. R . ,  iL1. D. Rr J. lIcDUNNOUGH, I'EI.D., DECATUR, ILL. 

In a rccent number of the Insecutor (Vol. V, pp. 69 et seq.) 
Dr. Dyar has given some valuable critical notes on the Pyraustids 
and other Pyralids as  listed in our Chcck List; one of our purposes 
in publishing this list was to elicit just such new rccords from our 
North American fauna as Dr. Dyar gives; without published records 
species indigenous to  the territory embraced in our list may long 
remain unlisted, known only to a few individual curators or worli- 
ers, and we trust that others who have further new records may be 
prevailed upon to follox? Dr. Dyar's euatmplc. 

We are also pleased to adopt Dr. Dyar's references of severai 
of our apparently new species to older names gix-en to \irest Indian 
or Central and S. American material; based as they are on a study 
of the large collections from this territor-v in the National Museum 
they may be presu~netl to be correct; we had already expressed 
the hope (Contr. 11, (6) p. 223) that  workers more favourably 
situated than oursel~es would endeavour tg align our names with 
those from more southerly points, and Dr. Dr-,ir's cfforts in  thus 
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straightening ofit the synonymy are, therefore, to be commended; 
such work is instructive, not destructive. 

With a few of Dr. Dyar's references we cannot wholly agree 
and offer the followii~g- notes in this connection. 

Genus Egesta Rag. 
Dr. Dyar has apparently not referred to  Ragonot's original 

separation of the genus Egesta from Homophysa Led. (Glaphyria, 
Hbn.) which was made in his "Classification des Pyralites p. 24" 
and seemingly overlooked by Hampson in his later Classification. 
Ragonot separates the species renalis (the spelling later corrected 
to reniculalis, 1. c., p. 213) and eripalis from the other species of 
his Hornophysine on the strength of veins 10 and 11 being separate 
and not stalked; this character is entirely disregarded by Dr. Dyar 
who bases his separation of the genera Egesta and Glaphyria solely 
on the length of the inaxillary palpi. Smyphysa Hamp. (type 
sulphuralis Cram.) calls for the same venation as does Egesta, and 
for this reason was listed by us as a synonym; this may be i n -  
correct and will need verification by a study of the type species 
iron1 Brasil. In any case the genus Egesta niust be used for our 
North American species, and in order to avoid any further confusion 
regarding its status we would specify the type as reniculalis Zell.; 
further subdivision of the two genera may be necessary when 
the length of the maxillary palpi of the various species is taken 
into consideration, but according to the primary division on the 
strength of veins 10 and 11 being stalked or separate we believe 
our arrangement will hold. The North American species of the 
genera Glaphyria, Egesta and Lipocosma (as listed by us) form a 
group which 111ust probably sooner-or later be separated frorrl the 
Pyrausfinrz? entirely; careful study will doubtless bring further 
structural details to light and lead to a more satisfactory grouping 
of the species, hut  until this can be done and done thoroughly 
we prefer to adhere to  the general grouping as indicated. 

Sameodes adipaloides C .  Sr R.  
Dr. Dyar helie\ es that  this name should be given varietal 

I-2nk and \\-ould apparently apply i t ,  as has generally been done, 
to a smaller.suffused form found in the Northern A\tlantic States. 
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The only type of the species which we have been able to find is 
in the American Museum Collection, a 3 from Pennsylvania, 
and this type unfortunately does not bcar out the above concep- 
tion but, although in poor condition, is clearly a straight synonym 
of elealis Wlk. The original description of adipaloides, especially 
the statement that  the ground co!our is a "rather hright clear 
yellow " would seem to show tliat the author's conception of the 
species is correctly illustrated by this type; on the other hand the 
figure given of a 9 specimen (Tr. Am. Ent.  Soc. I ,  PI. 11, fig. 19) 
rather points (except in ground colour) in the other direction, but  
as this figure is not a photograph certain inaccuracies may possibly 
be laid to the door of the artist. Whether, therefore, the identi- 
fication of adipaloides should be based on the existing type. which 
would appear authentic, or on the figure is a delicate point for 
specialists to wrangle over; if the view supported in our list be 
correct then a varietal name may be necessary for the adipaloides 
of various authors, but we prefer to leave the matter to Dr. Dyar's 
judgment rather than propose a new name with the prospect of 
being accused later of rushing into print and overburdening the 
synonymy. 

Diasemia (Metasia) elegantalis Warr. 

Dr. McDunnough when last a t  the British Museum, care- 
fully examined Warren's type and compared i t  with specimens he 
had brought with him; we have a note stating that  the British 
Museum series was mixed, and that Warren's type mas in poor 
condition but was evidently the same species as that described 
later by Fernald as argalds; this is also borne out by IVarren's 
description which states that  the reniform is large and filled with 
lilac-gray; the type localities for both species are California and 
we have not seen the species from any locality outside of this 
State. The other species considered by Dr. Dyar to be elega~ztalis, 
following an erroneous determination of Prof. Ferndd's, occurs in 
Arizona and is apparently nameless. We venture to describe i t  as 
folloxvs : 

Diasemia disputalis, sp. nov. 

Very similar to elegafztalis Warr hut the ground colour of 



primaries paler, the orbicular and reniform filled with rather shiny 
whitish and the latter smaller and much more constricted centrally, 
being almost divided into two equal triangular spots; beyond the 
t. p. line is a faint silvery band in costal portion of wing and a 
broader bluish patch between the bend and inner margin; the 
fringes are smoky 'in basal half, whitish outwardly. The second- 
aries are paler than in eZegantalis with only faint,smoky suffusion 
outwardly arid an obsolescent postmedian line. Expanse 20 mm, 

Habiiat.-Palmerlee, Ariz. ; Tuscon, Ariz. Three 3 's, 3 O 's. 
Types, Coll. Barnes. 

Pyrausta orphisalis MTlk. 

Our note regarding the ty-pe says that i t  is close to generosa 
G. & R., so that  i t  may very well equal ochosalis Dyar as sug- 
gested by Dr. Dyar; in 3ur list we kept the name separate for want 
of further verification, believing tha t  a name wrongly sunk in the 
synonymy is more likely to be overlooked than a syrionym wrongly 
standing as a species. 

Cornifrons pulveralis, Warr. 

Our note, alter studying the type of this species and that  of 
sivzalzs Grt. side by side, says that  the formrr is more even gray 
on primaries, u ith a less oblique t. a. line and with the secondaries 
paler; we are not a t  all sure that  Dr. Dyar is correct in regarding 
the t\+o as simply forms of one species: his action mithout further 
evidence than a study of Warren's description might a t  l e a ~ t  be 
characteri~ed as premature. 

Macrotheca interalbicalis Rag. 

Our identification of this species as figured by us in Contr. 
I ,  No. 5, P1. 111, fig. 9 has been confirmed by a comparison of 
spccilnens with Ragonot's type in Paris; i t  \\rould seem, there- 
fore, that aul~zifica Dyar (1917, Ins. Menst. V ,S3) will fa11 :IS a 
synonym. Ragonot's figures of both this species and barca2is 
are distinctly poor; it- is very probable that  vicarilis I1;iar -will 
become a synonym of this latter species; the reference is, hon.evt.r, 
not absolutely certain b u t  shnuld I-ie kept in mnind. 




